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C.) REMARKS 

The Final Office Action mailed November 30, 2006 has been received and carefully 
considered. Upon entry of the present amendments, claims 2-20 will be pending. In the Office 
Action, claims 1, 5 and 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Petersen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,657,718 Bl) hereinafter "Petersen" in view of Robert J. Harvey 
(U.S. Patent No. 3,614,243) hereinafter "Robert"; claim 13 is rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Petersen in view of the Examiner's Official Notice; claims 3, 4 and 14- 
20 are allowed over the prior art of record; claims 2 and 6 are objected to as being dependant 
upon a rejected base claim, but the Examiner has indicated that they would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 5 and 7-12 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Petersen in view of Robert. 
Specifically, the Examiner stated that 
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Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection of claims 1, 5 and 7-12 under 35 U.S.C. § 

103(a). 

Claim 1 has been cancelled herein thereby rendering the rejection thereagainst moot. In 
addition, claims 5 and 7-12 are believed to be distinguishable from Petersen and/or Robert as 
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depending from what is believed to be an allowable claim 2 as discussed in detail below. In 
conclusion, it is respectfully submitted that claims 5 and 7-12 are not anticipated nor rendered 
obvious by Petersen and/or Robert and are therefore allowable. 

Further, Claim 13 is believed to be distinguishable from Petersen in view of the 
Examiner's Official Notice as depending from what is believed to be an allowable claim 2 as 
discussed in detail below. In conclusion, it is respectfully submitted that claim 13 is not 
anticipated nor rendered obvious by Petersen in view of the Examiner's Official Notice and is 
therefore allowable. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner has allowed claims 3-4 and 14-20 over prior art of record. In addition, the 
Examiner objected to claims 2 and 6 as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
indicated that the claims would be allowable, if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. While Applicant believes that 
independent claim 1 is not rendered obvious by Petersen in view of Robert, Applicant has 
amended claim 2 to incorporate the limitations from claim 1 , in the interest in furthering 
prosecution of this Application, which amended claim 2 should be allowable. In addition claim 
6 should be allowable as depending from what is believed to be an allowable claim 2. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of at least the above reasons, Applicants respectfully requests reconsideration of 
the Application and withdrawal of the outstanding objections and rejections. As a result of the 
amendments and remarks presented herein, Applicants respectfully submits that claims 2-20 are 
allowable. If the Examiner believes that prosecution of this Application could be expedited by a 
telephone conference, the Examiner is encouraged to contact the Applicants' undersigned 
representative. 

This Amendment/Response has been filed within three months of the mailing date of the 
Office Action and it is believed that the no additional fees are due with the filing of this paper. 
In the event that Applicants are mistaken in their calculations, the Commissioner is authorized to 
deduct any fees determined by the Patent Office to be due from, or credit any overpayment to, 
the undersigned's Deposit Account No. 50-1059. 

Date: February 8, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 

MCNEES WALLACE & NURICK LLC 
Attorneys for Applicants 

By: 

/Beth A. Endler/ 

Beth A. Endler, Reg. No. 59,295 
P.O. Box 1166 
100 Pine Street 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17108 
Direct Dial: (717) 237-5376 
Facsimile: (717)237-5300 
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